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1 1 . (Amended) A vehicle information processing apparatus for 

processing diversified pieces of information in a vehicle, including a message 
comprising at least one of a message arriving at the vehicle and a message generated 
in the vehicle, comprising: 

a priority order control means for integrating said diversified pieces of 
information and providing each of the integrated pieces of information with a priority 
order indicating an importance of each piece of information; and 

a resource allocation control means for, when one or more pieces of 
information are processed in said vehicle, allocating one or more appropriate resources 
selected from a plurality of diversified resources to the integrated pieces of information 
according to the priority order given to the integrated pieces of information. 

14. (Amended) A vehicle information processing apparatus according 

to claim 1 1 wherein the diversified resources include one or more information 
communicating means prepared for each organ of sense so as to communicate the 
information to a driver by appealing to a combination of one or more organs of sense. 
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1 5. (Amended) A vehicle information processing apparatus according 

to claim 14 wherein the diversified resources include one or more information 
communicating styles corresponding to a characteristic of each information 
communicating means. 
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It is noted that Applicants' representatives conducted an interview with the 
Examiner and the Examiner's supervisor on May 13, 2002, to discuss the restriction and 
election of species requirements, the 35 U.S.C. 102(e) rejection in light of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,154,688 to Dominke et al (hereinafter "Dominke"), and the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 
rejections of claims 1,11, and 21 . Applicants sincerely appreciate the opportunity for 
the interview. 

With respect to the restriction and election of species requirements, the 
Examiners gave further explanation regarding this requirement, originally set forth in 
the Office Action mailed October 10, 2001 , and made final in the last Office Action. 
Applicants requested clarification and reconsideration during the interview, whereupon 
the Examiner's supervisor suggested to Applicants representatives to set forth in this 
response reasons and arguments in favor of withdrawing the requirement. Applicants 
have provided such explanation and argument below and respectfully request that the 
requirement be withdrawn. 

Finally, Claims 1 and 1 1 were further rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, If 2, as 
being indefinite. The Examiner also rejected claim 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, U 2 as 
being indefinite, and further, asserted that the claim is an omnibus type claim. During 
the interview, Applicants' representatives and the Examiners discussed this rejection. 
The amendments made herein are respectfully deemed to more clearly define the 
invention. 
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"lacking" other inventions is not a thorough analysis for obviousness. Applicants submit 
that the groupings of inventions characterized by the Examiner are not appropriate to 
sustain an election of species requirement. 

In addition, there would be no burden on the Examiner to examine all of the 
claims in this application on its merits. M.P.E.P § 803 reads that "if the search and 
examination of the entire application can be made without serious burden, the examiner 
must examine it on the merits." (Emphasis added). Applicants respectfully request that 
this requirement should be applied in the present application to avoid unnecessary 
delay and expense to the Applicants and duplicative examination by the Patent Office. 

In view of the above, Applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the 
election of species requirement. 

35 U.S.C. §112 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1 and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 12, H 2 as being indefinite. Further, the Examiner objected to these claims for 
informalities. Claims 1 and 1 1 have been amended to attend to the informalities. The 
Examiner also rejected claim 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, If 2 as being indefinite, and 
further, asserted that the claim is an omnibus type claim. Applicants disagree with the 
Examiner's characterization that claim 21 is an omnibus type claim. Nevertheless, in 
order to advance prosecution, Applicants amend claim 21 to more appropriately claim 
the invention. No new matter has been added by these amendments. 

Therefore, in light of the claim amendments , Applicants respectfully request the 
withdrawal of these and all rejections and allow pending claims 1-21. 



